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Re: Monsanto Preliminary Health Assessment 

Dear Mr. Meyer: 

Thank you for your earlier comments on the above preliminary 
health assessment. I am sorry that it has taken so long to 
respond to you and to get to this public comment stage. This 
preliminary health assessment will be available for public 
comment near the end of June, barring no unforeseen 
difficulties. I do appreciate the time and effort that you 
put into reviewing the report and compiling comments. I also 
appreciate your "faxing" me the Harris letter which was not in 
our file materials. You will receive, under separate cover, 
the updated, public comment copy of this report when it is 
sent out for public review. 

With the exception of comment number 20, I believe that I have 
been able to reflect all of your other comments in 
modifications to the preliminary health assessment. I found 
the comments to be very helpful in improving the accuracy of 
the document. If you find that there are still inaccuracies, 
please let me know. 

Your comment number 20 suggests that follow-up health studies 
be considered for the Harris family and possibly Monsanto 
employees, all of which have been exposed to contaminated 
drinking water. This health assessment has been reviewed by 
the Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry's (ATSDR) 
Health Activities Review Panel (HARP) to recommend follow-up 
studies or other health actions, if needed. The purpose of 
this HARP review is to evaluate the impact resulting from 
exposure to hazardous substances and, as indicated, to prevent 
or mitigate adverse human health effects related to those 
exposures. Regarding the exposure through drinking the 
contaminated groundwater, the panel has not rtecommended any 
follow-up activities at this time; however, this option may be 
revisited pending new data findings specifically asked for in 
the "Recommendations." 
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Sincerely, 

|mM 

Harvey/ w. Rogers 
Environmental Engineer 
Environmental Science Section 
Remedial Programs Branch 
Division of Health Assessment 
and Consultation 
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